2, "End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture." [3] [4] [5] However, I disagree with the author's point of view concerning the energy strategies to reduce elevated CO 2 . It is true that energy strategies have costs and benefits both known and unknown, and available scientific evidence will not be effective if we ignore relevant information about the costs. However, this statement justifies a more in-depth analysis. Indeed, the cost-benefit analysis theory is at the heart of the American and global political debate that pulled the United States from the Paris Agreement on climate change. Indeed, some economists have attempted to place the analysis of global climate change in the context of cost-benefit analysis by weighing the consequences of the projected increase in carbon emissions versus the cost of current policy actions to stabilize or even reduce CO 2 emissions. 6 But, attempting to measure the costs of climate change in monetized terms, as for instance in terms of gross domestic product (GDP) loss rate, poses several important problems. 7 First, an estimate of GDP impacts may tend to omit some of the most powerful ecological effects of climate change. Second, this type of analysis puts a price on the value of human health and life. Moreover, lower human life values tend to be assigned in developing countries, which will experience many of the most serious impacts of climate change. And last but not least, damage estimates tend to omit the possibility of the much more catastrophic consequences that could result if weather disruption is much worse than anticipated. 6 In the opposite way, an immediate policy action is required to reduce CO 2 and other human-induced greenhouse gas emissions in the coming decades, in accordance with the "precautionary principle," which is considered when "possibly dangerous, irreversible, or catastrophic effects are identified, but scientific evaluation of the potential damage is not sufficiently certain, and actions to prevent these potential adverse effects need to be justified." 8 Much depends on our evaluation for the future benefits, bearing in mind that the costs of taking action must be borne in the present, while the benefits of them are further in the future. We must fight climate change for the sake of our children and the future of mankind.
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